I
Before considering some of the ways in which the behavior of foreign-born workers may differ from that of native ones, it is necessary to clarify the extent and nature of immigrant participation in the Sao Paulo labor force. The overwhelming preponderance of immigrants within that force, until at least the 1920s, is not always fully appreciated. One prominent sociologist, for example, has taken early anarchists very much to task for publishing their newspapers in foreign languages and for failing to attend to the interests of native Brazilian workers 2 . In fact, such workers would have been rather hard to find during the years of anarchism's greatest influence. In 1900, 92 percent of the industrial workers in the state of Säo Paulo were foreign, and 81 percent were Italian 3 . A. F. Bandeira's impression, arrived at independently in 1901, was very similar: 90 percent of the workers were foreign and they were "almost totally Italians" 4 .
There are no other comprehensive surveys before the 1920 census, but reports on individual industries, as well as impressionistic evidence of various sorts, all indicate the continuing preponderance of immigrants in the labor force. Textile workers, for example, in 1912 were 80 percent foreign-born and 65 percent Italian 5 . Workers in hat factories seem also to have been largely Italian 6 . As late as 1915, more than a decade after the close of heavy immigration from Italy, a report of the State Labor Department noted that Italians formed a majority of the workers in the city of Sao Paulo 7 . The 1920 census was taken following several years of further decline in European immigration, but the foreign-born remained a substantial majority of the adult population, and 52 percent of the workers, in the city of Säo Paulo 8 . Moreover, a very large proportion of those who appeared as Brazilians in the 1920 census were the children of foreigners. This explains the age distribution statistics which show that 49 percent of the Brazilian-born workers in the city were under 21, while only 12 percent of the foreigners were in that 3) Brazil, Directoría Geral de Estetistica, Relatário... 1908 , Rio de Janeiro, 1908 category. Or, to put the matter another way, 85 percent of the workers under 21 in the city were Brazilian, which was the case for only 34 percent of those 21 and over 9 . Most of the immigrants had originally been brought to Sao Paulo at government expense to supply cheap labor for the coffee plantations. The conditions they found there were generally grim and the bulk of them left either for other countries or for the cities and towns of Sao Paulo 10 . Most of those who came to the capital appear, by all accounts, to have had no prior industrial or urban experience While some artisans and other urban workers undoubtedly went to Sâo Paulo, such immigration was not encouraged and it seems fairly clear that the overwhelming majority of the labor force was composed of men and women from the rural areas of Southern Europe
18
. Not only were they unfamiliar with industry, but most of the workers had little if any previous experience with politics or working-class organization. The Italians had left before political mobilization reached the countryside and few of the other immigrants seemed any more familiar with parties, strikes, or unions 1S . The notion of an immigrant working class which arrived in Säo Paulo possessing industrial skills, political sophistication, and organizational experience may be a convenient myth, but it has little basis in fact. The official statistics do not clarify the matter since, to be eligible for the free passage, one had to declare himself an "agricultor*. Much was made in later years by the Säo Paulo government of a purported distinction between "spontaneous" and "subsidized" immigrants, with the occasional implication that the former were coming from urban areas. However, the distinction is deceptive and was largely a way of evading the 1902 Italian ban by reimbursing "spontaneous" immigrants, or their shipping companies, after arrival. See : Fanfulla, 8 December 1904 , 16 February 1906 , 17 January 1913 IS) Avanti!, 4 September 1908; Fanfulla, 23 May 1912; O Combate, 20 May 1919. 
II
The myth of immigrant radicalism, however, like most such beliefs, does contain some elements of truth. For example, it is quite likely that most anarchists in Sao Paulo were immigrants. The reverse, however, was decidedly not true. The anarchists themselves harbored few illusions about their influence. They remarked with considerable frankness that the masses in Sâo Paulo were "indifferent... if not hostile" and one anarchist described the workers of the city as "fleeing* from them 14 . It is not even clear that immigrants were overrepresented among anarchists and other militants 15 . The issue is of rather limited importance in any case, since the anarchist leadership was hardly representative of the working class and exercised very slight influence, if any, on workers in Säo Paulo 1β .
The question of the effect of immigration on working class organization is more complex. While any group of workers is almost certain to face serious obstacles in organizing when its members are new to industry and urban life, it seems apparent that the Sao Paulo workers encountered some particularly difficult problems which stemmed directly from their immigrant origins. In away, the severity of the conflicts which arose among the various ethnic groups is slightly surprising in view of the overwhelmingly Southern European composition of the immigration. All but 12 percent of the foreign-14 ) Guerra Sociale, 30 November 1916 , 20 October 1917 . Other remarks about the limited influence of anarchists in Sáo Paulo: Cesare Alliata-Bronner to Luigi Bruno, 30 June 1909, Archivio Centrale dello Stato, Rome, Ministero dell'Interno, Pubblica Sicurezza, Ufficio Riservato, 13/41/13; Germinai, 20 Aprii 1913; La Barricata, 8 March 1913; La Scure, 2 Aprii 1910; Guerra Sociale, 13 January 1917. 15 ) A Terra Livre remarked (13 June 1906): "Here more 'foreigners' appear in the labor movement simply because, especially in Sao Paulo, the proletariat is, by a great majority, foreign. However, among militant workers, natives are perhaps proportionately more numerous. They were a majority at the recent workers' congress..." In 1919, during an anti-foreign campaign of repression and deportations, Spartacus (27 September 1919) emphasized that many of the leading anarchists were Brazilian-born and that most of those who were not had arrived as small children.
Ie ) This is not the place to try to evaluate the somewhat different question of the influence of anarcho-syndicalism in the labor movement. While it is true that many unions espoused such doctrines -at least formally -the importance of unions in this period is unclear at best and it is very difficult to find evidence of anarcho-syndicalist influence in the concrete behavior of the Sao Paulo working class born population of the city of Sao Paulo in 1920 were of Italian, Portuguese, or Spanish origin and one might not necessarily have expected cultural differences among these groups to prove so divisive and intractable 17 . Nevertheless, ethnic hostilities created enormous barriers to working-class cohesiveness and organization.
Moreover, some of the national groups, particularly the Italians, were further divided by regional antagonisms, and the animosities which arose on that score were often quite intense. The case of Pasquale, the Venetian foreman in a textile factory, who "nurtures a stupid hatred for Southerners and mistreats them cruelly when he has the chance", was by no means atypical 18 .
The problem, however, went beyond strictly regional or national loyalties, as the right-wing socialist Antônio Piccarolo recognized. The Sâo Paulo proletariat, he observed, "carries within itself profound reasons for dissent and discord because of the diversity of origin, of race, of interests, of sentiments, and of education." He concluded that "an understanding on the basis of socialism" was therefore "impossible" 19 . The journal "Il Pungolo", whose point of view was closer to anarcho-syndicalism than to Piccarolo*s mild reformism, found the situation similarly discouraging and described it as one of "latent warfare in the very heart of the working class" Sometimes distrust and hostility among ethnic groups were so great that they almost precluded effective cooperation of any sort. Workers in the shops of the Santos-Jundiai Railroad, for example, were unorganized and subject to quite arbitrary treatment by the management. "Things would go differently," one observer argued in 1914, "if there were a class organization and the bosses, instead of con-17) Brazil, Directoría Geral de Estatistica, Recenseamento do Brasil... 1920, vol. IV, 1» parte, pp. 861, 867. The figures are Italians, 45 percent of the foreignborn; Portuguese, 32 percent; Spanish, 12 percent. How closely these percentages correspond to those among workers is unclear since the census reports occupational data ony for the categories of "Brazilians" and "foreigners", rather than by specific nationality. fronting single individuals, had before them the workers as a whole." However, organization was impossible, he continued, because the workers were "divided, jealous, bound by false prejudices and false pride of race" 21 .
In other cases, where ethnic rivalries and animosities did not entirely preclude the existence of unions, they sometimes served to keep them small and ineffective. The hatters' organization in the late 1890s enrolled only a fraction of its potential membership because it was entirely dominated by Italians. The Brazilian, German, Spanish and Portuguese hatters resented the "semi-exclusive* character of the organization (whose bylaws were available only in Italian) and refused to join 22 . Similar problems occurred among masons, typographers, and other groups, although sometimes, as in the case of the typographers, separate sections were organized on the basis of nationality and this provided at least a partial solution
The problem permeated almost all aspects of working-class life. Strikes, for example, were lost with some frequency because of the lack of trust and cooperation among different nationalities. When a group of Italian bricklayers struck in protest against the lowering of wages in 1914, they were quickly defeated because their Spanish and Portuguese co-workers refused to join them. It was, "Avanti!" said, a "miserable spectacle," and the example was not an isolated one 24 .
While dissension of this sort might be expected to lose much of its force over the years, such a development was by no means rapid, perhaps because of the high turnover among workers in Sao Paulo. In any event, as late as 1914, the "ethnic and national" problem was still considered by some to be the "primary cause" of the notorious ineffectiveness of the labor movement in Sao Paulo and one which showed no sign of abating 25 . It is difficult to escape the conclusion that in this, as in many other respects, the fact that the early Sao Paulo proletariat was largely foreign-born helped -contrary to the legend -to keep the working class relatively weak and disorganized. 
III
Immigrant workers may also tend to aspire, more frequently than do native workers, to goals which are decidedly inimical to workingclass organization. Certainly many observers thought the immigration had included an extraordinarily large number of people whose individualism and narrowly economic objectives made them virtually unorganizable. As "Avanti!" put it, "the immense majority of the Italian immigrants here seek only to earn a living as best they can and put aside a nest egg which will allow them to return home or to venture into commerce and industry here in order to secure a higher social position" 2δ .
How many of the immigrants actually intended to return to their native countries is not the type of question susceptible to a precise answer. "La Barricata" argued that "a majority" had come "to make money and go back to their homes"
In fact, comments of this sort are so frequent in the working-class press and elsewhere that one is almost forced to conclude that a very substantial number of immigrants regarded their stay in Brazil as temporary 28 . While a large part of most immigrant populations probably holds such sentiments at one time or another, a very high incidence in the Brazilian case is surprising for several reasons.
In the first place, the "sojourner" phenomenon of young men immigrating for fairly specific periods to earn as much as possible, which was frequent in the United States and Argentina, seems to have been rare in Sâo Paulo
The Brazilian immigration was composed to a very large extent of families, which is also normally an indication of considerable permanence 30 the case of the Italians, "push" from their homeland was a considerably more inmportant cause of immigration than "pull" from Brazil. Especially in the 1880s and 1890s, the immigrants to Säo Paulo appear largely to have been fleeing desperate conditions in the Italian countryside and few observers expected them to return 31 . A number later harbored special resentments against their native country, from which they "had been constrained to emigrate" "in order not to die of hunger" 32 .
Despite the large proportion of those who clearly intended permanent immigration, the rate of return from Säo Paulo was quite high: 695,349 out of 1,553,000, or 45 percent 33 . One problem in evaluating such statistics is that we have no way of determining how many of the returnees had been part of the urban labor force and how many were leaving directly from agriculture. There is very little evidence that in either case the ranks of the returnees were particularly swelled with successful and prosperous immigrants on the way home to enjoy savings they had accumulated in Brazil. Most observers emphasized that those departing were fleeing "in desperation," though generally the descriptions seem to be of coffee plantation workers rather than members of the urban proletariat 81 ) There are a number of very informative accounts to this effect by local Italian officials printed in Italy, Ministero di Agricoltura, Industria e Commercio, Statistica della emigrazione italiana avvenuta nell anno 1888, Rome, 1889. Malnate thought 90 percent of the immigrants were being pushed from Italy. "It is truly a flight," he said, "often disorderly and shameful because of poverty and ignorance." See: N. Malnate, Della tutela all'emigrazione italiana, in: Gl'-italiani all'estero, Turin, 1899, pp. 61-63. The best account of the grim conditions existing in Venetia, from which the largest number of Brazilian immigrants came, is Atti della giunta per la inchiesta agraria e sulle condizioni della classe agricola, Rome, 1882-1886, vol. IV. See also Gregorio Gregori, Studio sull'emigrazione dei contadini dal Veneto, Treviso, 1897. Whatever the reasons and precise numbers, the incidence of geographic mobility of all sorts appears to have been quite high among the workers of Sâo Paulo. The labor press frequently cited the "absolute lack of stability of the foreign workers" as one of the most formidable obstacles to organization in Sao Paulo 86 . "The constant fluctuation of an extremely oscillating working population" gave the immigrants little opportunity to build ties of solidarity with their fellow workers 36 . Organizers and propagandists faced a "continuously new ambience* and it is reasonable to suspect that an immigrant proletariat was likely to be more geographically mobile than a native one 37 . The Italian police agent assigned to the Sao Paulo consulate attributed much of the relative failure of radical movements in that city to the "precariousness and instability of the working masses." They were, he said, "run together from the different European countries with the only aim of temporary, immediate, gain and therefore they are not radically tied by faith and spirit to continuing interests òf caste and surroundings"
Immigrants who regard their stay as temporary -wheter or not it in fact turns out to be so -are almost sure to have rather clear economic goals. Certainly the workers of Sao Paulo struck many observers as being inordinately interested in the highest possible shortterm earnings and largely oblivious to anything else. They were, said Piccarolo, suffering from a kind of fever, common in the Americas, which led them to conceive of life as a "headlong rush for the conquest of wealth"
The alleged greed of the immigrants was legendary and one despairing militant remarked in disgust that "they would pick up coins out of shit with their mouths" The immigrants' immediate economic objectives thwarted attempts at organization on a number of occasions. One of the most notorious incidents took place in 1907 when the seamstresses of Sâo Paulo, an exceptionally exploited group of young women, struck their employers in a notable demonstration of solidarity. The strike was broken, however, according to the account of the city labor federation, because of the "brutal, inhuman, unworthy pressure brought against a large number [of the strikers] by the respective 'heads of families'." "Husbands, fathers, and brothers," the statement continued, "instead of showing a good example, have refused to give up, even for a little while, the miserable sum" which the girls brought home. The same problem also plagued organization in the textile industry 41 . On the other hand, even if the immigrants were seeking only the highest possible salaries for a limited period, that fact in itself hardly precluded effective labor organization. In the United States, for example, some have argued that precisely such attitudes on the part of immigrant workers helped implant conservative, job-oriented, "business unionism" as the dominant force in the American labor movement While workers who consider their stay temporary and their goals wholly economic are not very promising material for a revolutionary movement, they need not necessarily reject labor unions dedicated to immediate wage issues. Even the anarchists admitted that in those rare periods when conditions in Säo Paulo were favorable, many workers were quite capable of organizing essentially reformist unions for specific economic improvements. The anarchists' complaint was that such workers "did not give a damn about any question which went beyond their stomachs" 48 . The reasons that reformist, job-oriented, unions proved to be short-lived in Sao Paulo are predictably complex and any very comprehensive explanation is beyond the scope of this paper. However, two of the most important factors, the severe repression and chronic unemployment which prevailed in Sâo Paulo, are related to the immigration question and will briefly be considered below. The immigrants' individualism was almost as much an obstacle to working-class organization as their short-term economic goals. Wouldbe organizers found their task endlessly frustrated by the very large number of workers in Säo Paulo who seemed considerably more interested in leaving the working class than in strengthening it and were "always seeking to improve their economic conditions individually* 44 . A substantial number of workers apparently wanted to become shopkeepers and small businessmen -an aspiration variously regretted and ridiculed in the working-class press 45 . One militant, Giovanni Scala, described the immigrants as seeing "every attempt, at political-economic organization as an obstacle to their aspirations." They were convinced, he continued, that "they will succeed more easily individually, even adulating and crawling in front of the boss, rather than as a class, collectively, which implies clashing with the boss, losing the job and ending up out of work" 4β . Sometimes workers expressed their aspirations for individual advantage quite explicitly. For example, in 1909, a group of masons refused to participate in a strike by which some of their colleagues sought to gain various benefits the nonstrikers already enjoyed. In a formal statement, the nonstrikers denounced "the tendency which is intent on making the proletariat into an anonymous mass, annulling every stimulus to individual effort." They then went on to explain' that they were hoping for further pay increases from their employers 47 . To what extent the workers' behavior was shaped by prior European experiences, and to what extent people aspiring to individual upward mobility simply emigrated in larger numbers are not the sorts of questions likely to be answered very satisfactorily. Many of the immigrants may also have been responding rather rationally to conditions in Säo Paulo which probably did permit a high rate of upward social mobility 48 .
On the other hand, not all working-class behavior fits the pattern of individual, short-term, economic gain. Perhaps the most notable exception was the Säo Paulo general strike of 1907, in which workers in most trades struck for an eight-hour day and a large numberperhaps 10,000 -secured it 49 . Quite aside from the impressive solidarity and militance which the workers demonstrated in the face of harsh repression, an eight-hour day is not the sort of demand one expects from an immigrant labor force out to secure the highest possible earnings over a relatively short period of time. The prevailing hours of work in Sao Paulo in 1907 were not exceptionally long by European standards and anyone choosing to strike for the eight-hour day, rather than for higher wages, is presumably intending to stay around for some time and enjoy the benefits of his victory. As it turned out, since the strike had taken place under quite favorable economic conditions, most workers were forced back to the old schedules when unemployment rose during the following months.
The 1907 strike was, nevertheless, unique in the history of the early Sâo Paulo working class, both by the solidarity it indicated and by the nature of its demand. A number of observers thought during the First World War that they sensed some changes in the mood of the Sao Paulo labor force as its members increasingly came to regard Brazil as their permanent home M . Even so, in the famous Sao Paulo strikes of 1917 and 1919, both the organization and demands of the workers were considerably less advanced than they had been in 1907. Why this was true remains unclear, though much of the explanation can probably be found in the differing scope of the strikes. The participants in 1907 were largely skilled or semiskilled workers, while the events of 1917 included a much wider group and sometimes seemed more to resemble the bread riots of eighteenth-century France or Britain than modern industrial disputes.
IV
The immigrant working class did not participate directly in politics, but neither did the bulk of the Brazilian population. Although
The best sources are Avanti' and A Terra Livre for April-June 1907. See also A Luta Proletaria, 1 May 1908. B0 ) Gigi Damiani, I paesi nei quali non si deve emigrare: la questione sociale nel Brasile, Milan, 1920, p. 32; Avanti!, 28 November 1914. formal barriers to voting by immigrants were slight, few showed much interest in the matter 51 . One Italian official estimated that 90 percent of his countrymen in Brazil met the requirements for citizenship under Brazilian law, but naturalizations were rare 62 . Various groups, ranging from the socialists of "Avanti!" to the vaguely liberal "Fanfulla", tried unsuccessfully from time to time to encourage immigrant political participation. There were virtually no efforts to discourage immigrants from voting -at least in the city of Säo Paulo -although obstacles presumably could have been created if immigrants had ever become troublesome participants. This, however, was hardly a real danger since "elections in Brazil, carried on without electors, pass unnoticed by the bulk of the public"
The frequently farcical character of the electoral process during the Old Republic (1889-1930) certainly encouraged indifference. As the Italian Minister to Brazil put it in a confidential dispatch, elections were run by a "restricted oligarchy" and, in general, conducted "with a perfect disregard for even the most elementary appearances," since the oligarchs "determine beforehand what will be the result of the popular vote" M . Anarcho-syndicalist ideology, which urged workers to abstain from electoral politics, may also have contributed to working-class apathy. A more important influence was probably the immigrants' reluctance to involve themselves in the affairs of a foreign country. "They shrug their shoulders at what happens" in Brazil, according to "O Amigo do Povo", because they say "they are not from here" ^ Whether such attitudes closed off promising paths of historical development or not is, of course, impossible to say. Given the economic and social structure of Brazil in the early twentieth century, however, an effective reformist and electoral socialist movement is difficult to imagine, even if every worker in Sao Paulo had been native-born. Only toward the end of the period does one find indications that some members of the dominant groups recognized the possible usefulness of working-class electoral participation. In 1919, the Secretary of Justice and Public Security in Säo Paulo prefigured later developments when he remarked with regret that "the disbelief of the most civilized elements of the proletariat in the regeneration of the vote" was one of the major causes of "the diffusion of anarchism in Brazil" M .
The very severe repression carried out against the early labor movement, which was one of the major reasons for its weakness, may conceivably have been harsher because the workers were foreign. Such, at least, was the opinion of "Avanti!" and others 67 . The inability of the immigrant working class to establish alliances with other groups in Brazilian society may have contributed to the severity of the repression. Certainly the labor movement was vulnerable to nationalistic attacks, as in the strike outbreak of October, 1919, when Brazilians were called upon to defend "public order" and their "traditions of honor and work" against the "destructive and nefarious action of foreign anarchists" who had come "to unfurl the bloodstained banner of revolution and disorder"
Nevertheless, it is difficult to see what alliances were available during the first decades of the century, even to a native-born working class. "Avanti!" often lamented the lack of "a good group of civilized bourgeois at the head of the proletariat," but if that, in fact, was a disadvantage, it would have existed regardless of the nationality of the proletariat®.
Useful as the immigration system proved to be to industrialists and the State, it seems unlikely that it was intentionally maintained to keep the urban labor force disorganized. Some critics charged that by assuring relatively high rates of urban unemployment, the program of subsidized immigration was intended, and even designed, to prevent effective working class militance 80 . While the dominant groups were reasonably frank about their use of subsidized immigration to keep wages low and labor docile on the coffee plantations, there is little direct evidence that urban and industrial considerations played much of a part in their decision making 61 . A disorganized working class and an ineffective labor movement in Sao Paulo were, like much else in early twentieth-century Brazil, largely unexpected by-products of the State's commitment to the interests of the coffee planters. In any case, it is difficult to escape the conclusion which La Barricata" reached in 1913 : that the major reason for the weakness of the radical movement in Säo Paulo was the lack of a nativeborn proletariat e2 .
The notion that because the early Sao Paulo working class was European-born, it must therefore have demonstrated exemplary class consciousness and militance, has long distorted perceptions of Brazilian labor history. Such an interpretation served, at least on the Left, as another way of criticizing the developments of the populist period, though it did little justice to historical reality. Yet one of the functions of scholarship should surely be to free the history of working people from what E. P. Thompson has termed "the enormous condescension of posterity." Such work has probably been more neglected in the case of Brazil than in many countries, and to abandon the myth of immigrant radicalism is at least a preliminary step toward a task long overdue. 
